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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

In accordance with Sections 15088, 15089, and 15132 of the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the City of Milpitas (the “City”) has prepared this Final Environmental 
Impact Report (“Final EIR”) for the 1000 Gibraltar Drive Project (“proposed Project” or “Project”).  
This Final EIR includes the following chapters: I) Introduction; II) Response to Comments; III) 
Corrections and Additions to the Draft Supplemental EIR (“Draft EIR”); and IV) Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program.     

A. LOCATION AND SETTING 

The Project site is located at 1000 Gibraltar Drive in the City of Milpitas (APN: 086-42-033).  The 
28.91-acre Project site is within the south-central portion of the City of Milpitas and is surrounded 
by light industrial and commercial uses.  The Project site is bounded by South Milpitas Boulevard 
to the east, Gibraltar Drive to the south and west, and by a multi-tenant office building to the 
north (Figures III-1 and III-2).   

The Project site is currently developed with a vacant, 397,009-square foot corporate campus 
including four office buildings and research/development facilities ranging from one to two stories 
in height with surface parking lots along the site periphery (Figure III-3).  The existing on-site 
floor to area ratio (FAR) is .31.  The entire site is landscaped with a large number and variety of 
ornamental trees.  

The Project site and surrounding uses are located within the City’s Industrial Zone M2, under the 
General Plan land use designation of Manufacturing (MFG). The Project site is bounded by 
Milpitas Boulevard to the east, Gibraltar Drive on the south and west and the north by a multi-
tenant office building.  A more detailed description of the Project site’s regional and local setting 
is provided in Section III, Environmental Setting, of the Draft EIR.   

B. SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The proposed Project consists of a new 491,040-square foot tilt-up concrete creative industrial 
building with two supporting offices at 1000 Gibraltar Drive in the City of Milpitas.  Approximately 
486,130 square feet of warehouse and 4,910 square feet of office space is proposed. A FAR of 
.38 is also proposed.  The proposed building has been designed to accommodate up to two 
separate tenants with proposed uses including Advanced Manufacturing, E-Commerce, Light 
Assembly, Warehouse/Distribution, and possibly other uses permitted within the City’s Industrial 
(M2) zone. A more detailed description of the proposed Project is provided in Section III, Project 
Description, of the Draft EIR. 

C. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15063, the City prepared an Initial Study (Appendix A to the Draft 
EIR), which concluded that the proposed Project could result in potentially significant 
environmental impacts, and an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) would be required.  The City 
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circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP) (Appendix A to the Draft EIR) of a Draft EIR for the 
proposed Project to the State Clearinghouse and interested agencies and persons on June 15, 
2020 for a 30-day review period and conducted a scoping meeting on June 25, 2020.  The NOP 
and scoping meeting solicited comments from identified responsible and trustee agencies, as 
well as interested parties regarding the scope of the EIR.  Comment letters submitted to the City 
in response to the NOP as well as comments from the public scoping meeting are included in 
Appendix B of the Draft EIR.   

The Draft EIR was made available to various public agencies, citizen groups, and interested 
individuals for a 52-day public review period from December 23, 2020 through February 12, 
2021.  The City also conducted a virtual public meeting on the Draft EIR to accept written 
comments on the Draft EIR on February 1, 2021.   

The Draft EIR was circulated to state agencies for review through the State Clearinghouse of the 
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research.  Copies of a Notice of Availability (NOA) of the 
Draft EIR were also sent to citizens surrounding the Project site, interested groups and agencies.  
In addition, on December 23, 2020, the Mercury News included a notice regarding the availability 
of the Draft EIR.  Copies of the Draft EIR were made available for review at the San Mateo 
County Library and online at the City’s website, https://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/1000gibraltardrive. 

The purpose of the review period is to provide interested public agencies, groups and individuals 
the opportunity to comment on the adequacy of the Draft EIR and to submit testimony on the 
possible environmental effects of the proposed Project. 

This document, together with the Draft EIR, makes up the Final EIR as defined in the CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15132 as follows: 

The Final EIR shall consist of: 

(a) The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft. 

(b) Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in 
summary. 

(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR. 

(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the 
review and consultation process. 

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

As Lead Agency under CEQA, the City must provide each public agency that commented on the 
Draft EIR with a copy of its responses to comments at least 10 days before certifying the Final EIR.  
In addition, the Lead Agency may also provide an opportunity for members of the public to review 
the Final EIR before certification, although this is not a requirement of CEQA. 
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D. USE OF THIS DOCUMENT 

The Final EIR allows the public and Lead Agency to review any revisions to the Draft EIR, 
comments, and responses to comments before consideration of project approval.  This Final EIR 
(which includes the Draft EIR, incorporated by reference) will serve as the environmental document 
used by the City when considering approval of the Project.  After completing the Final EIR and 
before approving the project, the Lead Agency must make the following three certifications (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15090): 

 The Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA.  

 The Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the Lead Agency, and the 
decision-making body reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR prior to 
approving the project. 

 The Final EIR reflects the Lead Agency’s independent judgment and analysis. 

In addition, if an EIR that has been certified for a project identifies one or more significant 
environmental impacts, the Lead Agency must adopt findings of fact (CEQA Guidelines Section 
15091[a]).  For each significant impact, the Lead Agency must make one of the following findings. 

 Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid 
or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the EIR. 

 Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and not the agency making the finding.  Such changes have been adopted by 
such other agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency. 

 Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision 
of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation 
measures or project alternatives identified in the Final EIR. 

Each finding must be accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for the finding.  In 
addition, the Lead Agency must adopt, in conjunction with the findings, a program for reporting or 
monitoring the changes that it has either required in the project or made a condition of approval to 
avoid or substantially lessen impacts (CEQA Guidelines Section 15091[d]).  These measures must 
be fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures.  This program is 
referred to as the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) and is provided in Section 
IV of this Final EIR. 

In addition, when a Lead Agency approves a project that would result in significant and 
unavoidable impacts that are disclosed in the Final EIR, the agency must state in writing its 
reasons for supporting the approved action (CEQA Guidelines Section 15093[b]).  This statement 
of overriding considerations must be supported by substantial information in the record, including 
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the Final EIR.  Because the proposed Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts, 
the City is required to adopt a statement of overriding considerations if it approves the Project.   
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II. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

A. OVERVIEW 

The purpose of the public review of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) is to 
evaluate the adequacy of the environmental analysis in terms of compliance with CEQA.  The 
Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with §15151 of the CEQA Guidelines, which defines the 
standards for EIR adequacy:    

An EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide 
decision-makers with information which enables them to make a decision which 
intelligently takes account of environmental consequences.  An evaluation of the 
environmental effects of a proposed project need not be exhaustive, but the 
sufficiency of an EIR is to be reviewed in the light of what is reasonably feasible.  
Disagreement among experts does not make an EIR inadequate, but the EIR 
should summarize the main points of disagreement among experts.  The courts 
have not looked for perfection but for adequacy, completeness, and a good faith 
effort at full disclosure.  

The purpose of each response to a comment on the Draft EIR is to address the significant 
environmental issue(s) raised by each comment.  This typically requires clarification of points 
contained in the Draft EIR. Section 15088 (b) of the CEQA Guidelines describes the evaluation 
that CEQA requires in the response to comments by stating:   

The written response shall describe the disposition of significant environmental 
issues raised (e.g., revisions to the proposed project to mitigate anticipated 
impacts or objections).  In particular, the major environmental issues raised 
when the Lead Agency’s position is at variance with recommendations and 
objections raised in the comments must be addressed in detail giving reasons 
why specific comments and suggestions were not accepted.  There must be 
good faith, reasoned analysis in response.  Conclusory statements unsupported 
by factual information will not suffice. 

Section 15204(a) (Focus of Review) of the CEQA Guidelines helps the public and public 
agencies to focus their review of environmental documents and their comments to lead 
agencies.  Case law has held that the Lead Agency is not obligated to undertake every 
suggestion given them, provided that the agency responds to significant environmental issues 
and makes a good faith effort at disclosure.  Section 15204.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines 
clarifies this for reviewers by stating:    

In reviewing draft EIRs, persons and public agencies should focus on the 
sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on 
the environment and ways in which the significant effects of the project might be 
avoided or mitigated.  Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional 
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specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to 
avoid or mitigate the significant environmental effects.  At the same time, 
reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined in terms 
of what is reasonably feasible, in light of factors such as the magnitude of the 
project at issue, the severity of its likely environmental impacts, and the 
geographic scope of the project.  CEQA does not require a Lead Agency to 
conduct every test or perform all research, study, and experimentation 
recommended or demanded by commenters.  When responding to comments, 
lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not 
need to provide all information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith 
effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR. 

This guideline encourages reviewers to examine the sufficiency of the environmental document, 
particularly in regard to significant effects, and to suggest specific mitigation measures and 
project alternatives.  Given that an effect is not considered significant in the absence of 
substantial evidence, subsection (c) advises reviewers that comments should be accompanied 
by factual support.  Section 15204(c) of the CEQA Guidelines states: 

Reviewers should explain the basis for their comments, and, should submit data 
or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert 
opinion supported by facts in support of the comments.  Pursuant to Section 
15064, an effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of substantial 
evidence. 

B. LIST OF THOSE WHO COMMENTED ON THE DRAFT EIR 

The City of Milpitas received a total of ten comment letters on the Draft EIR.  The City 
conducted a virtual Draft EIR public meeting on February 1, 2021, to allow interested parties an 
opportunity to comment on the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  No written comments were accepted 
at this virtual public meeting, however, a total of five people provided oral comments.  Each oral 
commenter and comment letter has been assigned a corresponding letter designation, and 
comments within each written comment letter are also numbered.   

Oral and written comments made during the 52-day public review of the Draft EIR intermixed 
points and opinions relevant to the Project’s merits with points and opinions relevant to the 
potentially significant environmental effects of the Project.  The responses acknowledge or note 
comments addressing points and opinions relevant to the Project’s merits, and discuss as 
necessary the points relevant to the environmental review required by CEQA.  Table II-1 lists 
the persons who provided oral and written comments on the Draft EIR to the City during the 
public review period. 
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Table II-1 
List of Commenters on the Draft EIR 

Oral Comments 
and Written 

Correspondence 
Alpha 

Date of Oral 
Comment or 

Written Comment 
Letter 

Commenter 

Oral Comments 
February 1, 2021 Public Meeting 

A February 1, 2021 Carmena Estores 
B February 1, 2021 Ciera Nguyen 
C February 1, 2021 Ernest A. 
D February 1, 2021 Nicholar Kotsakis 
E February 1, 2021 Barbara Jo Navarro 

Written Comments 
Agencies and Individuals 

F January 5, 2021  Srikanth Gopalan 
G January 5, 2021  Kinh Curotto 
H January 5, 2021  Salvatore Ventura 
I February 8, 2021 Ben Aghegnehu, County of Santa Clara  
J February 9, 2021 Heather Arias, California Air Resources Board 
K February 12, 2021 Lola Torney, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
L February 11, 2021 Greg Nudd, Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
M February 11, 2021 Alesia Hsiao, Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
N January 28, 2021 Janet Laurain, Adams Broadwell Joseph & Cardozo 
O February 12, 2021 Paige Fennie, Lozeau Drury LLP 
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February 1, 2021 Draft EIR Public Meeting  

Commenter A – Carmena Estores  

The commenter expresses support for the proposed Project, and encourages the business to 
look ahead to use solar, and prepare for electric vehicles. The commenter also thanks the 
business for investing in Milpitas. 

Response to Commenter A – Carmena Estores  

This comment is noted. Please refer to Section III of the Draft EIR (Project Description) for the 
energy-savings features of the proposed Project. This comment does not state a specific 
concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained 
in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
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February 1, 2021 Draft EIR Public Meeting  

Commenter B – Ciera Nguyen  

The commenter expresses support for the proposed Project, and also expresses concern about 
the existing trees along the sidewalks at the Project site. The commenter states that there are a 
lot of sidewalks around the property and a lot of people walk along them after school or work 
and the commenter wants to make sure the walking path will keep the trees, while also 
expressing the need for new businesses.  

Response to Commenter B – Ciera Nguyen 

This comment is noted. At the Draft EIR public meeting, the Project Applicant stated that the 
intent is to keep all of it (the pathway, and 90% retention of the mature trees around the Project 
site). The Project Applicant further stated that during construction, the pathway will remain 
accessible, either by providing a fence on the inside of the path or by adding curb cuts. The 
Project Applicant mentioned enhancing the path by adding a parcourse around the Project site. 
As per page III-14 of the Drat EIR, the Tree Survey (Appendix B to the Draft EIR) found 183 
protected trees within the Project site.  Of these protected trees, approximately 88 would be 
removed by the proposed Project.  The Project would comply with the City’s Tree Ordinance, 
including the replacement of protected trees at a 2:1 replacement of every protected tree.  This 
comment does not state a specific concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis 
or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
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February 1, 2021 Draft EIR Public Meeting  

Commenter C – Ernest A.   

The commenter expresses support for the proposed Project, stating that the size works 
especially if they can hire more employees. The commenter expresses desire to continue using 
the pathway during construction. 

Response to Commenter C – Ernest A.  

This comment is noted. At the Draft EIR public meeting the Project Applicant states that the 
intent is to keep all of it (the pathway, and 90% retention of the mature trees around the Project 
site). The Project Applicant further stated that during construction, the pathway will remain 
accessible, either by providing a fence on the inside of the path or by adding curb cuts. The 
Project Applicant mentioned enhancing the path by adding a parcourse around the Project site. 
As per page III-14 of the Drat EIR, the Tree Survey found 183 protected trees within the Project 
site.  Of these protected trees, approximately 88 would be removed by the proposed Project.  
The Project would comply with the City’s Tree Ordinance, including the replacement of 
protected trees at a 2:1 replacement of every protected tree. This comment does not state a 
specific concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures 
contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
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February 1, 2021 Draft EIR Public Meeting  

Commenter D – Nicholas Kotsakis  

The commenter expresses support for the proposed Project, and understood the traffic impacts. 
The commenter expresses that the traffic impacts and more cars mean that people are working 
and we need that right now. The commenter is mainly concerned about the path and would 
prefer the path remain open during construction. 

Response to Commenter D – Nicholas Kotsakis 

This comment is noted. At the Draft EIR public meeting the Project Applicant stated that the 
intent is to keep all of it (the pathway, and 90% retention of the mature trees around the Project 
site). The Project Applicant further stated that during construction, the pathway will remain 
accessible, either by providing a fence on the inside of the path or by adding curb cuts. The 
Project Applicant  mentioned enhancing the path by adding a parcourse around the Project site. 
As per page III-14 of the Drat EIR, the Tree Survey found 183 protected trees within the Project 
site.  Of these protected trees, approximately 88 would be removed by the proposed Project.  
The Project would comply with the City’s Tree Ordinance, including the replacement of 
protected trees at a 2:1 replacement of every protected tree.  This comment does not state a 
specific concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures 
contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
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February 1, 2021 Draft EIR Public Meeting  

Commenter E – Barbara Jo Navarro 

The commenter expresses support for the proposed Project, congratulating the Applicant and 
the City on the Project. The commenter expresses that the building is remarkable and in a great 
location. The commenter emphasizes that the special attention to trees and the walking path is 
fantastic. The commenter appreciates the process used to communicate the Project to the 
community, and believes that the proposed Project is a great move forward for Milpitas, and 
can’t wait for the building to be completed. 

Response to Commenter E – Barbara Jo Navarro 

This comment is noted. The commenters appreciation is acknowledged. At the Draft EIR public 
meeting the Project Applicant stated that the intent is to keep all of it (the pathway, and 90% 
retention of the mature trees around the Project site). The Project Applicant further stated that 
during construction, the pathway will remain accessible, either by providing a fence on the 
inside of the path or by adding curb cuts. The Project Applicant  mentioned enhancing the path 
by adding a parcourse around the Project site. As per page III-14 of the Drat EIR, the Tree 
Survey found 183 protected trees within the Project site.  Of these protected trees, 
approximately 88 would be removed by the proposed Project.  The Project would comply with 
the City’s Tree Ordinance, including the replacement of protected trees at a 2:1 replacement of 
every protected tree.  This comment does not state a specific concern or question regarding the 
sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no 
further response is required. 



FW: [BULK] Public Comment on Project: 1000 Gibraltar Drive
3 messages

Tue, Jan 5, 2021 at 11:59 AM

From: Srikanth Gopalan <sg4931@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2020 5:06 PM 
To: Rozalynne Thompson <rthompson@ci.milpitas.ca.gov> 
Cc: Srikanth Gopalan <sg4931@gmail.com>; Jessica Garner <jgarner@ci.milpitas.ca.gov> 
Subject: [BULK] Public Comment on Project: 1000 Gibraltar Drive 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links.

Ms. Thompson

I am totally against this ill-advised project. 

Over the past several years the character of the city of milpitas has changed and continues to change. It is no longer the gritty industrial town it 
used to be. Moreover, due to the nice location of the city of Milpitas the need of the hour is more housing for the workforce. We do not need 
more of the legacy business here especially the ones involving smoke belching and polluting type like the one being proposed as part of this 
project. Already the amount of truck traffic and the pollution caused by them is very high and add to that the Union Pacific presence. It is totally 
unacceptable. 

Why should such legacy businesses be located in prime locations such as Milpitas? Why can't they be situated farther out? People have to 
stay in prime locations which is convenient for them to get to work. Wouldn't the city earn more revenue by encouraging more housing to be 
built? 

It is very very disappointing that the city simply does not get it. Or the lobbyists have way too much influence over the city. Perhaps it is time to 
start an online petition campaign to force a change in thinking. 

I truly hope good sense prevails and this proposal and any such other proposals that may be under consideration are rejected outright and the 
time/talent of the city employees put to more productive use. 

Thanks. 

Sincerely

Srikanth Gopalan

Comment Letter F
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F-5
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Response to Comment Letter F: 

Srikanth Gopalan  

Response to Comment F-1 

The commenter provides an opening comment and expresses opposition to the proposed 
Project. This comment does not state a specific concern or question regarding the sufficiency of 
the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is 
required. 

Response to Comment F-2 

This comment describes the character of the City of Milpitas from the commenter’s perspective. 
The commenter believes that due to the City’s location, the current need is housing for the 
workforce, rather than more “legacy” businesses. The commenter believes the proposed Project 
is a “smoke belching” and “polluting type” “legacy business.” The commenter expresses concern 
regarding the transportation impacts the proposed Project could create, specifically the truck 
traffic in addition to the presence of the Union Pacific. Regarding the commenter’s concern 
about Project traffic, please refer to Section IV.E of the Draft EIR for a detailed analysis of 
potential transportation impacts associated with the proposed Project. The Project is not 
associated with Union Pacific and does not contribute to any traffic associated with Union 
Pacific.  Transit services in the Project area, including the Santa Clara Valley Transportation 
Authority (VTA), Alameda-Contra Costa (AC) Transit, and Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) are 
discussed in pages IV.E-9 and IV.E-10 of the Draft EIR. Regarding the commenter’s concern 
about air pollution and the Project being a “smoke belching” and “polluting type,” please refer to 
Section IV.B of the Draft EIR for a detailed analysis of potential Air Quality impacts associated 
with the proposed Project, and Section IV.C of the Draft EIR for a detailed analysis of potential 
GHG impacts associated with the proposed Project. The Project does not represent a “smoke 
belching” land use (e.g., factory type project) as suggested by the comment. 

Response to Comment F-3 

This comment expresses an opinion in opposition of the Project, and prefers housing as an 
alternative. This comment does not state a specific concern or question regarding the 
sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no 
further response is required. 

Response to Comment F-4 

This comment expresses the commenter’s disappointment in the City’s actions. This comment 
does not state a specific concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or 
mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 
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Response to Comment F-5 

This comment provides a closing statement. This comment does not state a specific concern or 
question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft 
EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 



FW: Draft Environmental Impact Report
1 message

Tue, Jan 5, 2021 at 1:36 PM

From: Kinh Curotto <kcurotto@Devcon-const.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, January 5, 2021 1:00 PM 
To: Rozalynne Thompson <rthompson@ci.milpitas.ca.gov> 
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening
attachments or clicking links.

Hi Rozalynne,

This link below, which was mentioned in a recent notification sent via mail, doesn’t work:
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/1000gibraltardrive

Sincerely,

Kinh Curotto | Sr. Asst. to Justine Pereira/Mktg. Coordinator

DEVCON CONSTRUCTION

INCORPORATED

690 Gibraltar Drive

Milpitas, CA 95035

Phone: (408) 942-8200

Fax: (408) 262-2342

G-1
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Response to Comment Letter G: 
Kinh Curotto 

Response to Comment G-1 

This comment expresses concern regarding the link to the Draft EIR. This comment was 
addressed by the City of Milpitas Planning Department by fixing the technical issue regarding 
the link to the Draft EIR, and the issue was resolved the week of January 4, 2021 during the 52-
day public review period of the Draft EIR. This comment does not state a specific concern or 
question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft 
EIR; therefore, no further response is required. 



From: salvatore ventura <salvoventura@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2020 4:22 PM 
To: Rozalynne Thompson <rthompson@ci.milpitas.ca.gov> 
Subject: Draft EIR for 1000 Gibraltar Drive

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening 
attachments or clicking links.

Hello Rozalynne,

 my name is Salvatore Ventura, I am a Milpitas resident.

 I was trying to access the Draft EIR for the 1000 Gibraltar Drive project, however the website link 
included in the mail communication is currently not working due to "Database error: Error establishing a 
database connection".

 The link in question is:

 http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/1000gibraltardrive

 Please let me know when the website can be restored so I can access the Draft EIR.

 Happy Holidays and Happy New Year.

 Best,

 Salvatore
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Response to Comment Letter H: 
Salvatore Ventura 

Response to Comment H-1 

This comment expresses concern regarding the link to the Draft EIR on the City’s website. This 
comment was addressed by the City of Milpitas Planning Department by fixing the technical 
issue regarding the link to the Draft EIR, and providing the link to the Draft EIR under the topic 
area “CEQA Documents” on the webpage. This was done during the week of January 4, 2021 
during the 52-day public review period of the Draft EIR. This comment does not state a specific 
concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained 
in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is required.  



County of Santa Clara 
Roads and Airports Department 
Planning, Land Development and Survey 

101 Skyport Drive 
San Jose, CA 95110-1302 
(408) 573-2460   FAX 441-0276

Board of Supervisors: Mike Wasserman, Otto Lee, Susan Ellenberg, S. Joseph Simitian, Cindy Chavez 
County Executive: Jeffrey V. Smith

February 8, 2021 

Rozalynne Thompson, 
Senior Planner, 
City of Milpitas, Planning Department 
455 East Calaveras Boulevard 
Milpitas, CA 95035-5411 
rthompson@ci.milpitas.ca.gov 

SUBJECT: Public Notice of Availability Draft Environmental Impact Report for 1000 Gibraltar Dr. Project 

The County of Santa Clara Roads and Airports Department (The County) appreciates the opportunity to review the   
Public Notice of Availability Draft Environmental Impact Report for 1000 Gibraltar Dr. Project, and is submitting the 
following comments: 

• Since the proposed project would impact Montague/Milpitas intersection and cannot be mitigated, it is
recommended that the project pay fair-share to the Montague/680 widening improvement lead by
County Highway Design Section.

• Project to provide Traffic Control Plan if County facilities are used for construction trucks.

If you have any questions or concerns about these comments, please contact me at 408-573-2462 or 
ben.aghegnehu@rda.sccgov.org 

Thank you. 
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Response to Comment Letter I: 
Ben Aghegnehu, County of Santa Clara 

Response to Comment I-1 

This comment acknowledges the opportunity to review the Draft EIR for the proposed Project 
and introduces ensuing comments.  This comment does not state a specific concern or question 
regarding the sufficiency of the analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; 
therefore, no further response is required.   

Response to Comment I-2 

The comment refers to a Project impact on the Montague/Milpitas intersection that cannot be 
mitigated and recommends that the Project pay a fair-share to the Montague/I-680 widening 
improvement being led by the County Highway Design Section.  Section IV.E (Transportation) of 
the Draft EIR assesses traffic impacts using vehicle miles of travel (VMT) as opposed to 
intersection level of service (LOS), as required by the Office of Planning and Research in its 
implementation of the requirements of Senate Bill 743 (Steinberg, 2013).  Based on this 
implementation, intersection level of service is no longer allowed to be used as a CEQA impact 
criteria.  Therefore, since no intersection impact is identified, no mitigation is required.  
However, level of service analysis is provided in a separate document, as described below. 

It is noted that the Local Transportation Analysis Report prepared for the Project (Appendix G to 
the Draft EIR) as a separate document outside the CEQA review identifies certain area 
intersections which would operate below the County’s LOS standard both without the Project 
and with the Project, under Existing, Near-Term, and Cumulative conditions.  However, these 
findings are separate from the Draft EIR analysis and are not identified as significant impacts.  
In addition, the intersection of Montague/South Milpitas is not one of the intersections found to 
operate below County standards, both without and with the Project. 

Response to Comment I-3 

The comment requests that the Project provide a Traffic Control Plan if County facilities will be 
used for Project construction trucks.  The City of Milpitas will require the Project to prepare a 
Traffic Control Plan to manage the impacts of construction trucks on approach routes to the 
Project site as a Condition of Approval for the Project.   

Response to Comment I-4 

The commenter provides closing statements and includes the commenter’s contact information.  
This comment does not state a specific concern or question regarding the sufficiency of the 
analysis or mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is 
required. 
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